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NOMINATIONS IN ORDER 


Members are again invited to send in 
ominations for the F. P. A. National 
ouncil. It is especially important to 
trengthen the representation from the 


liddle West and Pacific coast States. 
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Library of Congress, 


Washineton. D. C. 
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BRITAIN REPLIES TO 


GERMANY 





“THE reply of the British government to 

the German reparations offer* joins 
with France in rejecting the proposals as 
inadequate and “altogether unacceptable.” 
The note, signed by Lord Curzon, points 
out that the $7,500,000,000 offered falls far 
below the amount suggested by the British 
in their January conference and that even 
this amount is made contingent on the 
“success, largely speculative,” of an inter- 
national loan to Germany ; that the guaran- 
tees offered are vague and lacking in prac- 
tical value; and that “Great Britain has a 
practical interest in the solution of the 
question which her government has no in- 
tention of abandoning.” 


The note concludes with the hope that 


#Germany will display “a greater readiness 


to grapple with the realities of the case 
and, discarding all irrelevant or controver- 
sial issues, will proceed to reconsider or 
expand their proposals in such a way as to 
convert them into a feasible basis for 
further discussion.” 

No reference is made to the German sug- 
gestion of a new board to deal with repa- 
rations. 

In spite of the stiff tone of the note, the 
door is left open for further offers from 


i-™ Berlin where the note has been received 
with evident consternation as a much 


more favorable reply was confidently ex- 
pected. The mark dropped overnight to 
48,500 to the dollar. 

German hopes were perhaps raised by 
the frank annoyance shown in the identical 
statements given out by Lord Curzon and 
Stanley Baldwin in the House of Lords and 


™Commons respectively (May 8), asserting 


the right of Great Britain to join in the 
reply to the German note, and deploring 
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“the unnecessary precipitancy” of the 
French Reply of last week. 

“It was the view of His Majesty’s government,” 
they declared, “‘that the best and most natural 
course of procedure would be to return a con- 
certed reply . . the more so as the German 
note was in response to a suggestion made to them 
publicly and officially by the Foreign Minister 
of the British government and as the problem in- 
volved . . . was one in which the Allied powers, 
and not merely France and Belgium alone, are 
deeply concerned.” 


Italy has also rejecte! the offer in a note 
which emphasizes that “her interests and 
requirements in the solution are not in- 
ferior to those of any of the Allied states 
whatsoever.” C. M. 


Lese Majeste and the Saar 


OTHING less than a furore was raised 

in the British House of Commons last 
week during the discussion of a decree 
promulgated by the Governing Commission 
of the Saar Valley, by which it is made 
lese majeste to criticise the League of 
Nations, the Governing Commission, the 
Treaty of Versailles or the states signatory 
thereto under penalties of imprisonment 
and fine. The decree was denounced by 
Asquith as “flagrantly illegal, monstrously 
despotic and subversive of the elementary 
rights of justice.” 

“This thing done in its name,” declared 
Mr. Asquith, “constitutes by far the great- 
est blow that has yet been struck at the 
moral authority of the League.” 

Sir John Simon called attention to the 
fact that the Saar Valley, which is in every 
sense German, is in the hands of the 
League of Nations as trustee and tthe 
League is, therefore, responsible for the 
acts of the Governing Commission. The 
Frenchman, the Belgian and the Dane on 
the Commission voted for the decree, the 
Canadian against it, the German repre- 

















sentative abstaining. The Honorable 
Edward Wood, President of the Board of 
Education, who presided over the last 
Council meeting of the League of Nations, 
was mercilessly grilled as to why the Brit- 
ish delegation had not refused its assent 
to the decree. He explained that he had 
been advised that the decree did not intro- 
duce any modifications in the existing law 
and was, therefore, not illegal, and that the 
Chairman of the Saar Commission had 
justified it on the grounds that it was 
“adopted to meet exceptional circum- 
stances.” Sir John Simon, after pointing 
out that anyone holding up to public dis- 
credit the Treaty of Versailles should be 
punished under the decree by five years’ 
imprisonment and 10,000 francs fine, de- 
clared that it was the “most astounding 
piece of legislation that supporters of the 
League of Nations ever imagined could pro- 
ceed from a body constituted by it.” 

Lord Robert Cecil asserted that the de- 
cree was utterly indefensible and should be 
immediately withdrawn. 

The decree is inexcusable from every 
possible viewpoint. Later reports indicate 
that the offending clauses are to be with- 
drawn or modified. Modification will not 
serve. If the clauses were to stand, it 
would be a blot on the record of the League 
which would deservedly be the target for 
all the ironic abuse or criticism which it 
would inevitably attract. 


It is easy to put the blame on France. A 
Frenchman, M. Rault, heads the Saar Com- 
mission and France has unquestionably 
ramified her politica] control there. But 
it would be fairer to apportion the blame 
among all the members of the Council of 
the League who voted with France in up- 
holding the decree at the last meeting. 
England and Sweden alone protested 
against it, the British delegate none too 
forcibly, as was brought out in the parlia- 
mentary debate. 

There is, of course, one source of encour- 
agement. Those who led the open protest 
in the British Parliament were the 
League’s best friends. The Government, 
put on the defensive, has proposed that an 
impartial commission be appointed by the 
Council to investigate, and that the League 
be guided by his report. The discussion 
has been wholesome; but more backbone 
and a stricter adherence to the spirit of the 
League are sorely needed. C.M 


By Way of Clarification 


LETTER from the Secretary of the 
Medical Section of the American 
Friends’ Service Committee at 103 Park 
Avenue, New York, protests against the 
final paragraph in the statement on Rus- 
sia in last week’s Bulletin, saying in part: 
“It is a little disheartening to find the Foreign 
Policy Association counselling abandoning efforts 
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to relieve the suffering of the Russian masses, 
because of a possible failure in judgment on the 
part of their government. . . I am sure the 
Foreign Policy Association would not care to be 
in the position of coinciding with popular failure 
of logic. The people of Russia are no less sick 
and hungry because one priest was executed in 
Russia, whether rightly or ill-advisedly.” 

Far from advising that relief efforts be 
abandoned, the paragraph in question was 
intended rather to emphasize the diffi- 
culties in which the relief organizations 
found themselves because of the reaction 
of the average newspaper reader. In spite 
of, or because of, the pending withdrawal 
of the American Relief Administration, the 
need for medical] aid and reconstruction in 
Russia continues to be pressing. The exe- 
cution of Monsignor Butchkavitch has 
made the work of raising funds infinitely 
more difficult and there is, therefore, a 
double responsibility upon those who have 
kept their heads and are in a position to 
give. C.M 


HE United States Chamber of Com- 

merce went on record without a dis- 
senting vote (May 10) in favor of an in- 
ternational economic conference for the 
settlement of reparations and inter-Allied 
debts and expressed its agreement with 
the recent sessions of the International 
Chamber of Commerce to the effect that 
“the continued economic disorder in a large 
part of the world is not only an obstacle 
to the establishment of permanent peace, 
elimination of unemployment and restora- 
tion of normal living conditions, but also 
contains the menace of still further unhap- 
py developments.” 

A resolution endorsing the adhesion of 
the United States to the Permanent Court 
of International Justice was also adopted 
unanimously. 








Julius H. Barnes, President of the Cham- 
ber, drew attention in his report to the 
solid work of reconstruction going on in 
Austria. Recent newspaper advices indi- 
cate that a part of the twenty-year loan of 
$130,000,000 for Austria may be offered to 
the American public. The loan is regarded 
as a sound proposition in financial quar- 
ters, and it is gratifying to know that 
Americans may have an opportunity to 
support the one big effort at reconstruction 
which has resulted from international co- 
operation in Europe since the war. 





A luncheon in honor of Mrs. Carrie 
Chapman Catt will be given by the N. Y. 
State League of Women Voters at the 
Hotel Biltmore, on Tuesday, June 5, at 
1 o’clock. Tickets at $2.25 each may be 
obtained at the League headquarters, Room 
1625 Grand Central Terminal Building. 
During the past nine months Mrs. Catt has 
visited South America, Germany and Italy. 


the opinions expressed in this Bulletin. 
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